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pour I'article. L'article ne sera publie qu'a la 
discretion du comite de redaction, qui 
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redaction. 

Contributions should preferably be submitted as 
a .doc attachment (and not, for instance, a 

"dooc"). 
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Co-Editor in Chief 



COLLECTIVE FAIRNESS 
& INDIVIDUAL FAIRNESS 



Since justice is typically of prime concern for those trained in 
the legal arts, and one's sense of justice is fundamentally con- 
nected with one's sense of what is fair, I thought it would be 
appropriate to reflect upon the differences between what I call 
collective fairness and individual fairness, and perhaps try to 
provide an account of these. 

Individual Fairness. 

Now, it is a commonplace that as Canadians we live in a society 
that fundamentally turns around the individual. This means 
that by and large, the distribution of benefits and burdens in 
our society tends to take the individual as the basic unit. 

Likewise, our appraisal of what is a fair distribution of social 
benefits tends to reflect this conception of the individual as the 
basic unit of justice. For example, I recently had a conversation 
in the lunch room with another law student, and the proposi- 
tion was raised that a society which requires family and social 
connections to rise is unfair, for then one might be forever 
bound to a certain socio-economic class in spite of whatever 
merits they might have. This is the sort of proposition which 
takes the individual as the basic unit of justice. Through the 
lens of individual fairness, if it is not fair for the individual, then 
it is simply not fair. 

Collective Fairness. 

However, I would like to propose how one may still have a co- 
herent sense of fairness even if this does not take the individ- 
ual as the basic unit. 

When one depends fundamentally upon a collectivity for the 
satisfaction of their needs (be that food, psychological health, 
achievement of potential, or what have you), I suspect that the 
collectivity tends to become the base for our moral judgments. 
In other words, the basic social unit of survival (e.g., individual, 
couple, family, extended family, village, society, et al.) will tend 
to be the basic subject for our moral judgments. 

For instance, a distribution of education opportunities would 
likely be considered unfair in Canada if the meritorious individ- 
ual did not have an education opportunity proportionate to 
their ability. But in a society where the collectivity forms the 
basic unit of survival (hence where the collectivity is the basic 
unit of justice), it might not be a problem that a particular 
member does not have certain opportunities; that is, so long 
as, e.g., the family can eventually prosper. Since collectivities 
are extended beyond the individual with respect to both space 
and time, it makes sense that appraisals of what is fair will look 
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beyond the individual's life-span towards future generations. 

Observations. 

Interestingly, in Canada it seems we tend to skip a few levels of 
social ordering between the individual (and perhaps immediate 
family) and the society as a whole, when we attribute responsi- 
bility for assuring justice. So, when an individual loses their job, 
they make claims against the state to support them, just as 
they expect the state to subsidize their education; on the other 
hand, when an individual goes bankrupt, they, and not their 
aunts, uncles, and so forth, bear the brunt of the burden. I 
think this gap may be self-reinforcing, in that as the state plays 
a greater role in caring for the individual, survival tends to re- 
quire less and less the collaboration of those immediately 
around us. 

There may also be some interesting relations between individ- 
ual fairness and collective fairness, since as education opportu- 
nities for individuals become more widely distributed (the 
playing field is leveled, so to speak), differences between family 
backgrounds play a larger role in determining one's future 
socio-economic status, thus potentially widening class divides. 
Food for thought. 

Purpose of editorial. 

The purpose of this editorial has been to try to provide some 
account of our basic notions of justice in Canada. Furthermore, 

I think a sensitivity to different conceptions of justice is a step 
towards understanding others. I believe that where strict ne- 
cessity fails, tolerance and understanding are the glue that hold 
people together. So, for instance, if we can understand where 
another is coming from, we may understand what they would 
consider fair treatment. Would a first nations community feel 
that having a system of individual justice imposed upon them 
reflects their concerns? Perhaps more importantly, would a sys- 
tem of justice that is a mismatch for its target group actually do 
anything to help? Would it harm? 

Salt. 

I would like to throw some grains of salt into this by qualifying 
what I have said, but I think it would be more interesting if, 
after having made an honest attempt to resolve any discrepan- 
cies with your perspective, you discussed these with your col- 
leagues around the lunch table. 

Take care! 

-A 
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VERS UNE COHERENCE EN 
POLITIQUE UNIVERSITAIRE 



Quelques chroniqueurs credibles ont 
laisse entendre que la politique gou- 
vernementale en matiere d'universites 
et de recherche aurait ete improvisee a 
partir de considerations politiques a 
court terme. L'ouverture du ministre 
Pierre Duchesne au gel des frais de sco- 
larite? Elle serait ainsi attribuable aux ef- 
forts gouvernementaux afin de retenir le 
vote etudiant. La receptivite aux for- 
mules de financement qui favoriseraient 
les universites qui se concentrent plus 
sur la formation au premier cycle aux 
depens de celles qui priorisent egale- 
ment la recherche? Elle serait aussi poli- 
tique, car plusieurs etablissements du 
reseau de I'Universite du Quebec se 
situent dans les circonscriptions 
pequistes. 

Qu'ils aient raison ou non, le fait que ces 
chroniqueurs puissent emettre de telles 
suggestions, sans se faire contredire, est 
desolant. Les Quebecois doivent exiger 
de leur gouvernement qu'il suive davan- 
tage des pratiques de bonne gouver- 
nance et qu'il demontre plus de 
consistance dans le developpement de 
sa politique publique universitaire. 

Soyons clair : je ne m'attends pas a ce 
que le ministre Duchesne prenne la pa- 
role pour se defendre a chaque fois que 
les medias le critiquent. Toutefois, s'il 
avait enonce une politique coherente 
fondee sur le bien public a moyen et 
long termes qui justifiait ses gestes, le 
besoin de s'expliquer serait largement 
reduit. 

II ne faut pas non plus etre naif. Ilya des 
questions de repartition dont les 
reponses peuvent etre plus ou moins 
guidees par la politique. II ne serait pas 



sans precedent que la circonscription 
d'un ministre beneficie d'un nouveau 
pont ou d'une chaussee refectionnee 
plus souvent que cel le d'un depute de 
I'opposition. 

Toutefois, permettre aux considerations 
politiques a court terme de dieter les 
orientations relatives aux institutions qui 
sont primordiales pour le present et 
I'avenir de notre societe serait quelque 
chose de beaucoup plus grave. 

Je ne veux pas m'avancer a prescrire des 
politiques universitaires. Sans se 
pencher sur les questions de fond, il est 
neanmoins possible d'identifier 
quelques jalons proceduraux qui pour- 
raient guider I'elaboration d'une poli- 
tique qui se preterait moins aux 
accusations d'improvisation et de parti- 
sannerie. 

D'abord, en I'absence de circonstances 
graves, toute politique devrait etre con- 
ciliable avec notre passe recent. Cela est 
d'autant plus vrai dans un contexte de 
gouvernement minoritaire. Pendant les 
dernieres decennies, la politique 
publique en matiere universitaire a pri- 
orise I'accessibilite aux etudes 
superieures. Elle a aussi soutenu I'ambi- 
tion que les universites quebecoises at- 
teignent de hauts niveaux d'excellence 
en recherche, mesures par des stan- 
dards internationaux. 

Cependant, si I'ceil du ministre demeure 
fixe sur I'accessibilite, la continuity entre 
les decisions recentes et les ambitions 
du passe en recherche devient plus 
tenue. C'est plutot une rupture qui se 
degage du fait que le ministre fait dissi- 
dence du consensus non-partisan de 



longue date quant au sous-financement 
des universites quebecoises. De fait, 
c'est la quete vers I'excellence en 
recherche, et non pas seulement les 
moyens pour y parvenir, qui se trouve 
remise en question. 

Ensuite, toute politique devrait re- 
specter les contraintes minimales de la 
saine gestion. Cependant, I'imposition 
de coupes retroactives - une annee 
apres I'approbation des budgets, lorsque 
trois-quarts de I'annee fiscale se sont 
ecoules contrevient aux normes les 
plus rudimentaires. 

Enfin, les universites quebecoises meri- 
tent un ministre qui en est le champion 
et non pas le sceptique en chef. II in- 
combe au ministre de I'Enseignement 
superieur de defendre I'importance des 
investissements dans son domaine 
aupres du public et de ses collegues au 
Conseil executif. D'ailleurs, il devrait agir 
a titre de fiduciaire des investissements 
que nous, les Quebecois, avons fait par 
le passe. Neanmoins, je ne suis pas le 
seul a craindre que les decisions re- 
centes viennent compromettre nos insti- 
tutions de fa$on irreparable. 

Certes, la societe quebecoise doit faire 
face a de serieuses questions de fi- 
nances publiques. Or, quelles que soient 
nos reponses, nous avons droit a une 
politique gouvernementale qui s'articule 
autour du bien commun et qui nourrit 
moins le cynisme ambiant et accablant. 
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AJOUTONS A LA FARCE DU 

SOMMET 



Cet article est egalement publie sur Point 
defuite. Point de fuite est un journal web 
ou la jeune generation participe aux de- 
bats politiques touchant le Quebec. Point 
defuite publie des textes de fond ecrits 
par des jeunes de gauche, de droite et de 
centre, www.pointdefuite.ca 



Farce. 

Un mot qui doit trotter dans la tete du 
ministre de I'Enseignement superieur, 
Pierre Duchesne, depuis que Heather 
Munroe-Blum, rectrice de I'universite 
McGill, I'a prononce il y a deux semaines. 
Au fond, c'est vrai. Ilya quelque chose 
d'humoristique quand un gouvernement 
arbitrant une consultation s'y rend avec 
une opinion a promouvoir : I'indexation. 
Au-dela de la plaisanterie, la farce du 
Sommet sert a remplir un vide. II man- 
quait un peu de saveur apres un print- 
emps si epice. II fallait farcir la dinde de 
I'Education. Or, la recette est preparee 
d'avance. Arriere-gout amer. 

On pretend reflechir sur I'avenir de I'en- 
seignement superieur au Quebec sans 
meme discuter des etudes collegiales, 
des techniques et des programmes pro- 
fessionnels. On se positionne presque ex- 
clusivement sur les frais de scolarite. 
N'avait-on pas recemment pense sur- 
veiller les depenses universitaires a I'aide 
du Verificateur general ? Et si Ton accorde 
un deficit financier aux universites 
quebecoises, existe-t-il un deficit dans la 
qualite de la formation de l'etudiant ? Et 
meme quand on discute de frais de sco- 
larite, la vision semble tres simpliste. 
Ajoutons un ingredient nouveau a la re- 
cette. 

Le principal probleme des frais de scolar- 
ite est leur effet incitatif. Par exemple, si 
les frais sont hausses, cela decouragera 



certains d'etudier a I'universite. Pour 
d'autres, ce sera tout simplement impos- 
sible. L'effet incitatif peut etre pallie, en 
partie, par un programme de prets et 
bourses adequat. Or, l'effet pervers de 
cette solution est que I'etudiant se verra 
attribuer un diplome et une dette 
lorsqu'il finira ses etudes. 

Pour certains, savoir qu'une dette les 
suivra, comme un boulet, les dissuadera 
de poursuivre des etudes postsec- 
ondaires. Pour d'autres, il s'agira d'une 
importante dette a assumer, les interets 
augmentant chaque annee. Ayant cela en 
tete, on vise un emploi payant, plutot 
qu'un emploi socialement utile ou per- 
sonnellement benefique. On remet a plus 
tard le projet de fonder une famille, de 
creer une entreprise. On consomme 
moins. 

Le regime actuel des frais de scolarite dis- 
suade de bons candidats. II faut trouver 
une source alternative de financement. 

L'education a un cout que I'on accepte 
d'assumer puisqu'on peut en tirer un 
benefice plus grand que son prix. II s'agit 
d'un investissement. Un investissement 
dont le benefice est plus que financier ; il 
est social, intellectuel, culturel, vital, 
meme. Pour etre equitables, les benefici- 
aires de cet investissement doivent 
operer la mise en depot initiate. La $o- 
ciete a indeniablement un grand role a 
jouer, car elle beneficiera de l'education 
postsecondaire d'une maniere presque 
incalculable. L'etudiant beneficiera lui 
aussi de sa formation postsecondaire. 

Penser que I'etudiant doit payer main- 
tenant est simpliste. II est gravement 
dangereux de lui imposer des frais eleves 
au moment meme ou il ne possede 
presque rien. Chaque dollar que I'etudi- 
ant doit depenser peut faire une dif- 



ference dans la qualite de son education, 
si I'etudiant doit travailler un nombre 
d'heures excessif. Aussi, chaque dollar 
represente-t-il potentiellement une men- 
ace a I'accessibilite aux etudes, s'il de- 
vient impossible pour I'etudiant de le 
debourser. Face a ces problemes, la solu- 
tion saute aux yeux. L'etudiant payera 
quand il aura assez d'argent : apres ses 
etudes. 

II s'agirait alors de demander a I'ancien 
etudiant, maintenant salarie, de 
debourser un certain pourcentage de son 
revenu annuel. Le diplome remboursera 
ses etudes jusqu'a concurrence d'un 
montant determine. Peut-etre un tiers du 
coOt reel des etudes. Jean-Fran^ois Lisee 
proposait jusqu'aux deux tiers du cout 
reel avec la gratuite scolaire durant les 
etudes . 1 

Tel qu'indique, une dette a la sortie des 
etudes est un lourd fardeau a porter. Elle 
bloque la naissance de projets. Ainsi, cet 
impot postuniversitaire ne serait preleve 
qu'au moment ou I'ancien etudiant de- 
vient un haut salarie. L'effet dissuasif de 
la dette serait elimine. II serait assez sim- 
ple de coordonner le prelevement de 
cette somme avec Revenu Quebec, qui 
fait deja un travail equivalent. 

Voila enfin une solution qui sort des de- 
bats quasi binaires propres au Sommet 
sur I'enseignement superieur. Contraire- 
ment a certains animateurs de radio et 
chroniqueurs demagogues, je n'irai pas 
jusqu'a croire que les Quebecois rejettent 
toute innovation puisqu'elle chamboule 
leur monde. Soyons optimistes. Esperons 
seulement que cette proposition sorte du 

cadre de la farce. 

** * 

1 . LISEE, Jean-Fran^ois. Comment mettre la droite K.- 
0. en 15 arguments, Montreal, Stanke, 2012, page 
99. 
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Oh, how I do so love the Canadian Consti- 
tution. 

And why shouldn't I? It is an infernally 
vague, contradictory and piecemeal docu- 
ment, apparently thrown together by our 
venerable Fathers of Confederation be- 
tween liquor-soaked banquets of roast 
wildebeest. 

Mind you, without that liquor, the notion 
of "Confederation" (such as it is) would 
probably never have occurred in the first 
place. Alcohol was truly the glue that 
welded together a bunch of squabbling 
provincial-minded regions into what 
would eventually become our modern 
Canada. 

Unfortunately, alcohol probably played no 
small part in making our Constitution 
hopelessly indecipherable to the eye of 
the average Canadian. This is precisely 
what I love so much about it. 



A CONFEDERATION OF DUNCES 



Charlottetown Conference: 

John A: Okay, so let's give the Trade and 
Commerce power to the feds under s.91. 

G-E Cartier: Fine, but shouldn't we de- 
scribe what that means? 

John A: Listen, there's no time for that. 
Thomas D'Arcy McGee is already in the 
banquet room drinking all my whisky! 

Cartier: Le sigh. Okay, I suppose the term 
"Trade and Commerce" is straight-forward 
enough... But what about this "Property 
and Civil Rights" clause? Where do we put 
that? And what does it even mean? 

John A: Well, I have no idea what it means 
either. So let's give it to the provinces. 
They won't know what to do with it. 

Cartier: You don't think there's any chance 
it might conflict with this T&C business? 



ties, particularly when the document in 
question was drafted nearly 150 years 
ago. Yes, times change. Things happen. 
Electricity, cars, health care sans leeches, 
women becoming full-fledged persons... 
that kind of stuff. 

But when I read and reread sections 91 
and 92, 1 can't help but wonder whether it 
would have been too much trouble for 
our glorious Founding Fathers to have in- 
serted a quick sentence or two after each 
of the enunciated powers. It would have 
given me a better understanding of the 
nature of "Marine Hospitals." And it might 
have put a whole bunch of constitutional 
lawyers out of work. (Perish the thought!) 

But perhaps that is expecting too much 
from Sir John A et al. After all, when 
you're too drunk to even paste the right 
name onto your National Project, how can 
you possibly be expected to get the de- 
tails right? 



I am a law student, and the Canadian Con- 
stitution is a lawyer's dream. Its obscurity 
and vagueness are music to the ears of 
any aspiring constitutional scholar or liti- 
gator. (My friend and colleague, the Hon. 
Bob Loblaw, gleefully falls into this cate- 
gory. He is currently penning a graphic 
novel on Canadian constitutional history: 
look for Fifty Shades of Lord Grey soon at 
a bookstore near you.) 

As the saying goes, nature abhors a vac- 
uum. If that is the case, the Canadian Con- 
stitution should be nicknamed "Hoover" 
or "Electrolux," because it is little more 
than one big vacuum. 

Permit me an example (well, several actu- 
ally). While rooting around in the National 
Archives a few weeks ago, I came across 
this actual transcript of constitutional de- 
liberations between Sir John A. Macdon- 
ald and his fellow Fathers, at the 1864 



John A: Naaaah. Not a chance. And even if 
it does, we'll be long dead by then. 

Cartier: And I guess it would keep our fel- 
low lawyers busy and well fed for genera- 
tions to come, if some conflict does ever 
arise! 

John A: Exactement, mon bon homme. So 
NOW can we go ambush McGee, before 
he absconds with all my rum? 

And so on, and so forth. The full confer- 
ence transcript literally runs on like this 
for hundreds of pages. Sir John A. may 
have gotten his rum that day, but for a fel- 
low who made his living from the law, he 
was far from a model of clarity and preci- 
sion. 

Of course, the drafters of a constitution 
obviously cannot be expected to foresee 
all possible developments or eventuali- 



As we all know, the Founding Fathers 
chose to call Canada a "Confederation" - 
which it most certainly was not in 1867, 
and is not now. Canada is a federation, a 
federal state - not a confederate associa- 
tion of sovereign states. 

Canada was designed to be a highly cen- 
tralized state, with most of the important 
legislative and taxation powers conferred 
upon the central government, rather than 
the lowly provinces. Even today, after sev- 
eral decades of large-scale decentraliza- 
tion away from Ottawa, there is no 
reasonable case for Canada to refer to it- 
self as a Confederation. 

So why did this occur? Again, the answer 
can be found in the transcripts, this time 
from the 1864 Quebec Conference: 

H-L Langevin: So, what should we call this 
fledging union, anyway? 
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John A: Hmmm, good question. Hey, I 
know - how about a Confederation? 

Langevin: A Confederation? Really? That 
sounds like a rather questionable option. 

John A: How so? I'm a Conservative, 
Canada will be a Federation, and I'm gun- 
ning to be the first Prime Minister. So 
"Confederation" fits the bill perfectly. 

Langevin: Perhaps, but the U.S. Confeder- 
acy is getting its butt kicked down south, 
and they seem to be big into slavery and 
racism and other such nasty things. Do we 
really want Canadians to all be known as 
"Confederates"? Seems like pretty bad 
P.R. to me. 

John A: That's the beauty of it. The Civil 
War is going to be over one day soon, and 
when it is, the Americans would never 
dare attack a second Confederacy. Once is 
enough for them. It's the perfect ruse to 
defend Canada's independence! 

And so it went. Today, Canada remains a 
proud Confederation, though I must 
admit, I am less than enthusiastic about 
referring to myself as a Confederate. Too 
soon, I say. Not enough time. 

Another delightful aspect of our Constitu- 
tion is this "living tree" doctrine we have 



so progressively attributed to it. Whereas 
the U.S. Constitution is deemed by our 
American friends to have been drafted by 
brilliant demi-gods, and is thus immune 
from nearly any alteration, we in Canada 
seem to readily acknowledge that our 
guiding national document was cobbled 
together by drunken bumblers with ques- 
tionable judgment, and even more ques- 




tionable legal expertise. 



Enter the "living tree" to save us from our 
saviours. At its root (pardon the pun - 
that was Mr. Loblaw's idea) the living tree 
essentially allows us to "read in" any old 
thing to the Constitution (including stuff 



not even vaguely alluded to), while "read- 
ing out" actual written clauses from the 
original document that no longer suit our 
collective needs. (Or at least the collective 
needs of constitutional scholars.) 

Thus, we have his eminence grise, Prof. 
Peter Hogg, sagely informing us that the 
federal government's constitutionally 
enumerated powers of Disallowance (ss. 
55 and 57) and Reservation (s.56) are no 
longer valid, due to disuse. (And also due, 

I suspect, to being disliked.) 

Apparently if one goes long enough with- 
out watering the living tree, certain 
branches wither and get unilaterally 
pruned. I have been unable to locate the 
relevant explanatory clause, but perhaps 
the tree is still growing that one. I shall 
check back in the spring. 

Yes, what a glorious thing our poor, unap- 
preciated Constitution truly is. It is perfect 
in its sheer imperfection, great in its many 
grating ways. It is a pity that the door of 
Disallowance has apparently been closed 
to us for all time, or I might be tempted to 
recommend that we unceremoniously 
disallow the whole thing, and turn the liv- 
ing tree into firewood. 

But what would I know? After all, I'm only 
a poor, backward Confederate. 




QN 
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A CONFEDERATION OF DUNCES 



Oh, how I do so love the Canadian Consti- 
tution. 

And why shouldn't I? It is an infernally 
vague, contradictory and piecemeal docu- 
ment, apparently thrown together by our 
venerable Fathers of Confederation be- 
tween liquor-soaked banquets of roast 
wildebeest. 

Mind you, without that liquor, the notion 
of "Confederation" (such as it is) would 
probably never have occurred in the first 
place. Alcohol was truly the glue that 
welded together a bunch of squabbling 
provincial-minded regions into what 
would eventually become our modern 
Canada. 

Unfortunately, alcohol probably played no 
small part in making our Constitution 
hopelessly indecipherable to the eye of 
the average Canadian. This is precisely 
what I love so much about it. 

I am a law student, and the Canadian Con- 
stitution is a lawyer's dream. Its obscurity 
and vagueness are music to the ears of 
any aspiring constitutional scholar or liti- 
gator. (My friend and colleague, the Hon. 
Bob Loblaw, gleefully falls into this cate- 
gory. He is currently penning a graphic 
novel on Canadian constitutional history: 
look for Fifty Shades of Lord Grey soon at 
a bookstore near you.) 

As the saying goes, nature abhors a vac- 
uum. If that is the case, the Canadian Con- 
stitution should be nicknamed "Hoover" 
or "Electrolux," because it is little more 
than one big vacuum. 

Permit me an example (well, several actu- 
ally). While rooting around in the National 
Archives a few weeks ago, I came across 
this actual transcript of constitutional de- 
liberations between Sir John A. Macdon- 
ald and his fellow Fathers, at the 1864 



Charlottetown Conference: 

John A: Okay, so let's give the Trade and 
Commerce power to the feds under s.91. 

G-E Cartier: Fine, but shouldn't we de- 
scribe what that means? 

John A: Listen, there's no time for that. 
Thomas D'Arcy McGee is already in the 
banquet room drinking all my whisky! 

Cartier: Le sigh. Okay, I suppose the term 
"Trade and Commerce" is straight-forward 
enough... But what about this "Property 
and Civil Rights" clause? Where do we put 
that? And what does it even mean? 

John A: Well, I have no idea what it means 
either. So let's give it to the provinces. 
They won't know what to do with it. 

Cartier: You don't think there's any chance 
it might conflict with this T&C business? 

John A: Naaaah. Not a chance. And even if 
it does, we'll be long dead by then. 

Cartier: And I guess it would keep our fel- 
low lawyers busy and well fed for genera- 
tions to come, if some conflict does ever 
arise! 

John A: Exactement, mon bon homme. So 
NOW can we go ambush McGee, before 
he absconds with all my rum? 

And so on, and so forth. The full confer- 
ence transcript literally runs on like this 
for hundreds of pages. Sir John A. may 
have gotten his rum that day, but for a fel- 
low who made his living from the law, he 
was far from a model of clarity and preci- 
sion. 

Of course, the drafters of a constitution 
obviously cannot be expected to foresee 
all possible developments or eventuali- 



ties, particularly when the document in 
question was drafted nearly 150 years 
ago. Yes, times change. Things happen. 
Electricity, cars, health care sans leeches, 
women becoming full-fledged persons... 
that kind of stuff. 

But when I read and reread sections 91 
and 92, 1 can't help but wonder whether i 
would have been too much trouble for 
our glorious Founding Fathers to have in- 
serted a quick sentence or two after each 
of the enunciated powers. It would have 
given me a better understanding of the 
nature of "Marine Hospitals." And it migfr 
have put a whole bunch of constitutional 
lawyers out of work. (Perish the thought!) 

But perhaps that is expecting too much 
from Sir John A et al. After all, when 
you're too drunk to even paste the right 
name onto your National Project, how car 
you possibly be expected to get the de- 
tails right? 

As we all know, the Founding Fathers 
chose to call Canada a "Confederation" - 
which it most certainly was not in 1867, 
and is not now. Canada is a federation, a 
federal state - not a confederate associa- 
tion of sovereign states. 

Canada was designed to be a highly cen- 
tralized state, with most of the important 
legislative and taxation powers conferred 
upon the central government, rather than 
the lowly provinces. Even today, after sev- 
eral decades of large-scale decentraliza- 
tion away from Ottawa, there is no 
reasonable case for Canada to refer to it- 
self as a Confederation. 

So why did this occur? Again, the answer 
can be found in the transcripts, this time 
from the 1864 Quebec Conference: 

H-L Langevin: So, what should we call thi 
fledging union, anyway? 
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John A: Hmmm, good question. Hey, I 
know - how about a Confederation? 

Langevin: A Confederation? Really? That 
sounds like a rather questionable option. 

John A: How so? I'm a Conservative, 
Canada will be a Federation, and I'm gun- 
ning to be the first Prime Minister. So 
"Confederation" fits the bill perfectly. 

Langevin: Perhaps, but the U.S. Confeder- 
acy is getting its butt kicked down south, 
and they seem to be big into slavery and 
racism and other such nasty things. Do we 
really want Canadians to all be known as 
"Confederates"? Seems like pretty bad 
P.R. to me. 

John A: That's the beauty of it. The Civil 
War is going to be over one day soon, and 
when it is, the Americans would never 
dare attack a second Confederacy. Once is 
enough for them. It's the perfect ruse to 
defend Canada's independence! 

And so it went. Today, Canada remains a 
proud Confederation, though I must 
admit, I am less than enthusiastic about 
referring to myself as a Confederate. Too 
soon, I say. Not enough time. 

Another delightful aspect of our Constitu- 
tion is this "living tree" doctrine we have 



so progressively attributed to it. Whereas 
the U.S. Constitution is deemed by our 
American friends to have been drafted by 
brilliant demi-gods, and is thus immune 
from nearly any alteration, we in Canada 
seem to readily acknowledge that our 
guiding national document was cobbled 
together by drunken bumblers with ques- 
tionable judgment, and even more ques- 




tionable legal expertise. 



Enter the "living tree" to save us from our 
saviours. At its root (pardon the pun - 
that was Mr. Loblaw's idea) the living tree 
essentially allows us to "read in" any old 
thing to the Constitution (including stuff 



not even vaguely alluded to), while "read- 
ing out" actual written clauses from the 
original document that no longer suit our 
collective needs. (Or at least the collective 
needs of constitutional scholars.) 

Thus, we have his eminence grise, Prof. 
Peter Hogg, sagely informing us that the 
federal government's constitutionally 
enumerated powers of Disallowance (ss. 
55 and 57) and Reservation (s.56) are no 
longer valid, due to disuse. (And also due, 

I suspect, to being disliked.) 

Apparently if one goes long enough with- 
out watering the living tree, certain 
branches wither and get unilaterally 
pruned. I have been unable to locate the 
relevant explanatory clause, but perhaps 
the tree is still growing that one. I shall 
check back in the spring. 

Yes, what a glorious thing our poor, unap- 
preciated Constitution truly is. It is perfect 
in its sheer imperfection, great in its many 
grating ways. It is a pity that the door of 
Disallowance has apparently been closed 
to us for all time, or I might be tempted to 
recommend that we unceremoniously 
disallow the whole thing, and turn the liv- 
ing tree into firewood. 

But what would I know? After all. I'm only 
a poor, backward Confederate. 
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INNOCENCE MCGILL IS NOW ACCEPTING 
APPLICATIONS FOR 2013/2014 



One position is available for May - August 2013 (6 credits) 

Two positions are available from September 2013 - April 2014 (6 credits each) 

Innocence McGill seeks highly motivated students with proven managerial abilities and a demonstrable interest in 
criminal law. As Innocence McGill is entirely student-run and led, successful applicants will demonstrate independ- 
ence, motivation, and initiative when dealing with Quebec's wrongfully convicted and Innocence McGill's student 
volunteers. Functional bilingualism is required; fluency is an asset. Due to faculty-mandated restrictions, applicants 
must have completed 4 semesters at the Faculty of law and possess a minimum 2.70 GPA (cumulative). 



Applicants need only submit the following; 

- Une description (maximum une page) de; (a) pourquoi vous etes un(e) bon(ne) candidat(e); et (b) comment vous 
rencontrez les criteres recherches pour le poste de directeur d'lnnocence McGill pour 2013-2014 

- Votre CV. Veuillez inclure toute experience de travail et de benevolat que vous jugez pertinente 

- Une liste de cours de droit criminel pris jusqu'a maintenant 

Certains candidat(es) seront contacte(es) pour une entrevue. 

Veuillez soumettre votre demande et les documents justificatifs par courriel a innocence. Iaw@mail.mcgill.ca avant 
17h le 15 mars 2013. 



PARTICIPANTS DEMANDES POUR 
UNE ETUDE SOCIOLINGUISTIQUE 

Je suis une chercheuse americaine ayant regu une bourse Fulbright pour passer I'annee scolaire 2012-2013 a Montreal 
etudiant la representation de langue et d'identite dans des espaces academiques. Je travaille sous la supervision de 
Madame Mireille Tremblay, professeure au Departement de linguistique et de traduction de t'Universite de Montreal. 

Je cherche des etudiants francophones nes et ayant grandi dans la Grande Region de Montreal pour participer a une 
etude sociolinguistique. 

Vous participerez a une conversation a propos de votre experience a McGill et autres sujets d'interet. 

Si vous etes interesses a participer, veuillez me contacter par telephone au (438) 931-4073 ou par courriel a I'adresse 
suivante : evalenti2122@gmail.com 

Bien cordialement, 

Eva Valenti 
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Point de 



fuite. 






This past week, a group of students from McGill law and other 
universities launched a new web-journal called Point de fuite. 
This journal publishes political texts linked to Quebec. 

It is a fact that McGill law students will make their point in any 
political debate. Well, here is a chance to express yourself ! 

This journal doesn't limit hiself to a single political ideal. On the 
contrary, one of its main goals is to express all points of view in 
order to give the reader a full scope of the debate. 

La selection des textes se fait plutot sur la qualite de ('argumen- 
tation et de I'ecriture. Contrairement aux principaux medias, 
Point de fuite exige que les sources soient citees. 



Le journal se veut aussi une plateforme reservee a la jeunesse. 
Ainsi, meme si nous adorons les articles de Derek publie dans le 
Quid, la limite d'age est de trente ans. 

Pour plus d'informations, je vous invite a parler a Nicolas BenoTt- 
Guay, Jeremy Boulanger-Bonnelly, Michael Lessard ou 
Frederique Thibault. 

Nous vous invitons a feuilleter le journal-web sur www.pointde- 
fuite.ca. Vous pouvez deja lire les articles de Jeremy Boulanger- 
Bonnelly et Michael Lessard qui y sont publies. Aussi, 
ajoutez-nous sur facebook.com/PointdefuiteQc et sur 
twitter.com/PointdefuiteQc. 






Osier, Hoskin & Harcourt LLP 



You expect great mentors, but it's 
the smiles that catch you off guard. 




OSLER 

IgO YEARS 



The direct path 



Yes, well keep you on your toes. It's what makes you successful 
in the end. But it's our culture and passion for what we do that 
make us the right fit for any student looking for more. 



oslerstudent.com 

Toronto ! Montreal 



Calgary | Ottawa j New York 



QN • FEBRUARY 26 2013 • 9 





McGill 



Forces AVENIR 

Recognizing & Promoting Student Commitment 



Have you demonstrated ingenuity, determination and leadership? 

Have you promoted a cause involving your peers or participated in a project that has 

made a significant impact on your society? 

If you can answer YES to either of these questions, you are an ideal candidate to Forces 

AVENIR! 



Details of the 2013 (15 th Edition) of Forces AVENIR 

• Grants, AVENIR Trophies, and international internships available 

• Graduate and Undergraduate categories for individual applicants 

• Seven different categories for AVENIR projects 

• Celebration for McGill participants in April, where McGill finalists will be announced 

• Forces AVENIR provincial finalists are invited to a Gala in fall 2013 for award presentation 
and media extravaganza 

Eligibility 

Criteria for Individual / Personality 

• Be registered as a full-time student for at least one semester during the period of eligibility 
(March 30, 2012 - March 31, 2013); 

• Be enrolled in an undergraduate or graduate program; 

• Be no more than 35 years of age; 

• Not be a former recipient of a Forces AVENIR university award in the Personality AVENIR 
category. 

Criteria for Projects 

• The pi oject may be carried out by a student club or group, or as part of a university 
undergraduate program worth a maximum of three credits; 

• The pt oject must not take place in the context of a course or a research program which is part 
of the requirements for obtaining a graduate degree; 

• At least 80% of the students involved in the project must meet the criteria for individuals; 

• The project must be initiated, made operational or be carried out during the period of 
eligibility (March 30, 2012 - March 31, 2013); 

• The project must not be a former recipient of a Forces AVENIR university award in the Project 
AVENIR category. 

Application Procedure 

1. Complete the application form available at httD://inscription.fnrrP^nw e nir.qr r a /pn t T 

2. Provide two (2) copies of the completed application form to the Office of the Dean of 
Students by noon on Thursday, 28 March 2013. 

Additional information: ww w.mcgill.ca/deanof^i.denK/rPrnpnin^^ 

Questions? Please contact: 

Meghan McCulloch, Administrative Coordinator, 

Office of the Dean of Students - deanofstudentsftDmrgill ca 
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STUDENT SPEAKER SERIES: 
"FROM THE FIELD TO THE 



FACULTY" 

Each year, the Centre for Human Rights and Legal Pluralism 
sends interns to work with human rights organizations in 
Canada and abroad. This speaker series is an opportunity for 
returning interns to share their experiences. Please join us! 

Kindly RSVP (chrlp.law@mcqill.ca) for each event . Pizza 
lunch will be served. 



Wednesday, February 27: 12:30 - 2:30 pm - NCDH 200 
Anti-discrimination and Alternative Means of Justice 

with Melissa Austen (Ateneo Centre for Human Rights), Edward Bechard-Torres 
(CONGEH/CIAH), Anne-Claire Gayet (Inter-American Court of Human Rights), and 
Eloise Ouellet-Decoste (LICADHO). 

Wednesday, March 20: 12:30 — 2:30 pm — NCDH Room 316 

Health, Disabilities and Human rights: Perspectives from Home and Away 

with Roger Bill (Disability Rights International), Miatta Gorvie (Legal Action for Persons 
with Disability), and Rosel Kim (Canadian HIV/AIDS Legal Network). 

Wednesday, March 27: 12:30 — 2:30 pm — NCDH 203 

** Please note date and speakers have changed ** 

Legal and Extralegal Strategies for Combatting Discrimination and Violence 
against Women and LGBT Minorities 
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PnrteciuL 



TOiiv 7D mystic vune/tce 



This talk will analyze some of the common issues prosecutors confront 
when litigating animal cruelty cases motivated by domestic violence. 



wm 







Scott Heiser is the 

Director of ALDF’s Criminal 
Justice Program and provides a 
full spectrum of services to law 
enforcement and prosecutors 
who investigate and litigate 
animal cruelty cases. A 
prosecutor for seventeen 
years, Scott served the last 
eight of those as the elected 
district attorney in Benton 
County, Oregon. He has been 
president of the Oregon 
District Attorneys Association 
(ODAA) and a member of the 
Governors Drug and Violent 
Crime Advisory Committee. 
Scott received his JD from 
Northwestern School of Law 
of Lewis & Clark College. 




Student Animal Legal 
Defense Fund 



Wednesday, February 27th 20 1 3 
6:00 - 7:30 pm 

McGill Faculty of Law, Room 316 
3644 Peel Street, Montreal 



McGill’s Student Animal Legal Defense Fund in collaboration with The Sexual Assault Law Club 
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Le principe de precaution devant 

le juge civil 



Mathilde Boutonnet 

Maitre de conferences en droit prive 
Titulaire de la Chaire CNRS droit de l'environnement, Universite 

Aix-Marseille 

Jeudi, le 14 mars 2013 
12h30-14h00 

Lunch will be served at 12hl5 

Salle 202, New Chancellor Day Hall, 3660 Rue Peel 

Space is limited, RSVP to rghl.law@mcgill.ca 

Resume 

Le principe de precaution est un principe reconnu dans la Charte de l'environnement en droit 
fran 9 ais. Son article 5 dipose: « Lorsque la realisation d'un dommage, bien qu'incertaine en I'etat des 
connaissances scientifiques, pourrait affecter de maniere grave et irreversible l'environnement, les 
autorites publiques veilleront, par application du principe de precaution, et dans leurs domaines 
d'attribution, a la mise en oeuvre de procedures devaluation des risques et a I'adoption de mesures 
provisoires et proportionates afin de parer a la realisation du dommage ». 11 en resulte que, au regard 
du texte constitutionnel, le principe de precaution concerne la prise de decision publique dans un 
contexte d’incertitude scientifique. Pourtant, depuis plusieurs annees, le juge civil fran^ais n'hesite 
pas a l'appliquer dans les rapports entre personnes privees en cas de risque sanitaire en droit de la 
responsabilite civile. II en fait meme une application originale : le principe de precaution permet de 
renforcer la reparation du prejudice et d'ameliorer sa prevention. C'est cette double tendance de la 
prevention et de la reparation des prejudices dans le domaine sanitaire que cette conference 
propose de demontrer, a la lueur de la place du principe de precaution dans la jurisprudence 
fran^aise civile. 








lb# 




www.mcgill.ca/healthlaw/ 
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DETAINING REFUGEES"/«REFUGIES 

PANEL DISCUSSION 



DETENUS 



The McGill Human Rights Working Group - Immigration Portfolio invites you to the panel discussion, "Detaining Refugees". The event \ 
place on Wednesday, February 27 at 7 PM in the Moot Court. Refreshments and Afghan cuisine - prepared by the Afghan Women's Ce 
Montreal - will be served at 6 PM in the Atrium. 

Un panel d'experts, dont Mitchell Goldberg (vice-president de I'Association canadienne des avocats et avocates en droit des refugies) < 
Jeanes (coordonnatrice des programmes chez Action Refugies Montreal) explorera les tendances troublantes concernant la detention i 
refugies, demandeurs d'asile et immigrants au Canada, ainsi que les impacts du projet de loi C-31 nouvellement adopte. They will addr 
sues such as: Why and how do refugees and asylum seekers get detained? What are the impacts of detention on these individuals? Wf 
the motivations behind the increasingly common practice of resorting to immigration detention? 
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FACULTY 

COUNCIL 






FACULTY COUNCIL REPORT 



With March break in sight, here is your latest report 
from Faculty Council: 



The Budget (courtesy of Dean Jutras) 

The recent budget cuts that the Quebec government has 
enforced will be a blow to McGill and will doubtlessly 
have an impact on the Law Faculty's operating budget. 

On the bright side, the Law Faculty still maintains an im- 
pressive philanthropic budget made possible thanks to 
generous donors and sponsorships. However, most of 
this philanthropic budget can only be used for specific 
purposes (like research grants and specific courses, for 
example). All things considered, we are doing pretty well, 
but when it comes down to the operating budget, you 
may eventually be asked to reconsider how much you 
appreciate important student services, like the Career 
Development Office, for example.j 

Comite des prix et bourses (Professeur Khoury) 

* (Nouveau processus de nomination pour les prix dis- 
cretionnaires) 

Trois buts : 

1. Permettre a tous les etudiants de participer au proces- 
sus 

2. Faciliter le processus pour les professeurs 

3. Permettre I'enclenchement du processus avant la ren- 
contre du Conseil de la faculte pour I'approbation des 
notes afin que tout puisse etre decide en meme temps. 
La date limite pour nominer un de vos pairs ou vous 
nominer vous-meme est le 15 mars. 

Le processus se fait sur MyFuture, done assurez-vous de 
mettre votre CV en ligne ! 

Director of the McGill Office for Students with Disabili- 
ties (M. Frederic Fovet) 

The number of students helped at the office has doubled 
since 2010, and Law students should feel comfortable 
going to the office for support. Mental and/or physical is- 
sues, even if temporary, don't have to be a burden on 



your studies. The Office for Students with Disabilities is 
there to help you and accommodate your special needs 
so that you are not left behind or treated unequally. It is 
committed to providing an inclusive campus for each in- 
dividual student, and the Law Faculty is striving for the 
same. 



Vision 2020: Le bureau du developpement durable (Lilith 
Wyatt) 

Les reponses d'un appel a tous pour des suggestions 
montrent clairement que les etudiants veulent alter plus 
loin qu'un simple campus vert. Le bureau de developpe- 
ment durable s'efforce non seulement d'encourager des 
petits changements significatifs, comme des systemes de 
remplissage rapide pour bouteilles reutilisables aux 
fontaines, mais il fait aussi pression pour des change- 
ments de politique plus globaux. La prochaine etape est 
d'obtenir le support direct des facultes et la question a 
se poser est : « comment pouvons-nous contribuer ? » 
Pensez-y. Dites-le nous. 

Si vous avez des questions ou des commentaires sur quoi 
que ce soit concernant le Conseil de la Faculte, les sujets 
qui y sont abordes, le role que nous y jouons ou tout 
autre chose, n'hesitez pas a nous contacter, et ce meme 
si vous n'etes pas certain que nous pouvons repondre a 
votre question. II nous fera plaisir de vous diriger vers la 
bonne personne ou de poser la question pour vous. 

Keep calm, and carry on. 

John (john.simpson2@mail.mcgill.ca 
Luca (luca.barone@mail.mcgill.ca) 

Marc (marc.roy2@mail.mcgill.ca) 

Pascale (pascale.april@mail.mcgill.ca) 

Dominic (dominic.difruscio@mail.mcgill.ca) 
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INNOCENCE MCGILL 
CONFERENCE REVIEW 



On Tuesday, February 12, 2013, Innocence McGill welcomed 
students (from McGill, other Montreal universities, and the 
University of Ottawa), lawyers, and interested community 
members to its annual conference on wrongful convictions, 
which this year featured Mr. David Milgaard and Mr. Peter 
Edwards. 

This year's Innocence McGill conference focused specifically 
on the wrongful conviction of David Milgaard. Milgaard was 
convicted of non-capital murder at age 16. He was com- 
pletely innocent of this crime, and he was finally released in 
1992 after spending more than 22 years in prison. His release 
was secured in large part by his mother, Joyce Milgaard, who 
worked tirelessly on his behalf, by tracking down leads, get- 
ting David's story in the media and attempting to force the 
Mulroney government to address David's case. Both Mil- 
gaard and Toronto Star journalist Peter Edwards touched on 
the different particular and systemic factors that led to Mil- 
gaard's conviction, and Milgaard also used some of his 
speech to discuss the changes that should be made to the 
parole system to redress wrongful convictions in Canada. 

Both speakers noted that careerism of several important ac- 
tors (namely the Crown prosecutors) in the Milgaard case 
played a huge role in Milgaard's wrongful imprisonment. Ed- 
wards said that it is important to remember that David Mil- 
gaard is free despite the system, not because of it, and that if 
it were not for Joyce Milgaard's dedication to her son, it is 
unlikely that he would have had his conviction overturned. 
Edwards reminded the attendees of the many people who 
are currently wrongly imprisoned that do not have the same 
support as Milgaard had. 

Milgaard was particularly critical of two aspects of the sys- 
tem still in place around wrongful convictions. First, he ex- 
plained how the National Parole Board (NPB) most often 
refuses parole to inmates who still profess their innocence, 
taking this as a sign that they do not have remorse for their 
crime instead of a sign that perhaps they really are innocent. 



Milgaard explained that a member of the NPB once told him 
off the record to just confess to Gail Miller's murder in order 
to get parole - never mind that he had been protesting his in- 
nocence for years at this point. The NPB needs to address 
each inmate uniquely instead of having blanket policies that 
are not appropriate for everyone. Second, Milgaard advo- 
cates for an independent inquiry board in Canada, similar to 
the system that exists in the UK - a board that would be com- 
prised of members from outside the legal and political com- 
munity, who would be better able to assess each prisoner's 
unique situation and decide whether that person should be 
granted parole. 

Both speakers underscored the fact that Milgaard's wrongful 
conviction not only negatively affected him, but also his par- 
ents and siblings, witnesses in Milgaard's trial, and other 
women who Gail Miller's real killer - Larry Fisher - raped and 
attempted to murder after Milgaard was sent to jail for 
Miller's murder and rape. 

Despite everything that went wrong for David Milgaard, he 
has a strong and warm spirit. He encouraged everyone in the 
audience to show care and support for people currently in- 
carcerated in Canada's prisons. He is also a very positive per- 
son who expressed his gratitude to Canadian people across 
the country who believed in him and helped support his fam- 
ily and their fight for justice. 

Milgaard and Edwards also complemented each other nicely, 
as it was beneficial for the audience to hear the perspective 
of a reporter who was intimately involved with the case, and 
to hear Milgaard's story from his own perspective. 

Innocence McGill would like to thank the Dean's Discre- 
tionary Fund for its financial assistance in helping us bring 
David Milgaard and Peter Edwards to Montreal and McGill to 
speak at our conference. 
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LIBRARY NEWS 



: acebook 

We are on Facebook now!!! Like us and see 
all the latest news from the Nahum Gelber 
Law Library! 

https://www.facebook.com/NahumGelber- 
Law. Library 

Interlibrary Loan (ILL) 

McGill students, faculty and staff can use 
Interlibrary Loan (ILL) to obtain books, 
journal articles and other types of docu- 
ments that are not owned in the collec- 
tions of the McGill Library. Effective 
Thursday February 7, 2013, all McGill ILL 
borrowers have to log in to the Colombo 
ILL system using their McGill username and 
password (first.last@mail.mcgill.ca for stu- 
dents or first.last@mcgill.ca for staff). Old 
Colombo usernames and passwords will no 
longer be accepted. 

eLOIS: nouvelle source de la legislation et 
doctrine quebecoise 

eLOIS est un nouveau outil permettant de 



consulter le texte integral bilingue des lois 
annotees suivantes :Charte des droits et 
libertes de la personne, Code civil du 
Quebec, Code de procedure civile, Code 
des professions. Code du travail, Loi sur les 
accidents du travail et les maladies profes- 
sionnelles, Loi sur le Barreau, Loi sur les 
normes du travail, Loi sur la sante et la 
securite du travail, Loi sur les societes par 
actions. Le texte de ces lois correspond a la 
version diffusee dans le site des Publica- 
tions du Quebec et est reproduit avec I’au- 
torisation de I'Editeur officiel du Quebec. 

Chaque article de loi est presente dans sa 
version fran^aise et anglaise et dispose 
d'un historique legislatif et d'un lien au 
texte officiel. II est enrichi d'un historique 
legislatif, de liens a la jurisprudence et a la 
doctrine citant Particle, des commentaires 
du ministre le cas echeant, des debats par- 
lementaires et positions du Barreau en- 
tourant son adoption, de liens vers des 
rapports et guides rediges par des min- 
isteres et organismes gouvernementaux, 
de renvois a des dispositions legislatives 
connexes. La Loi sur les normes du travail 



est aussi enrichie des annotations jurispru- 
dentielles et doctrinales de Charles Caza 
publiees dans la collection Alter Ego de 
Wilson & Lafleur. 

Vous pouvez acceder le eLOIS a partir de 
notre Law Subject Guide - Canadain legis- 
lation and cases. 

REMINDER: Rare Books Room Tours Of- 
fered 

If you would like to know what kind of 
treasures are kept in the glass enclosed 
Rare Books Room on the second floor of 
the Law Library, sign up for a half-an-hour 
(or longer) tour of the Law Rare Books. To 
sign up for a tour, please send a request to 
me, Svetlana Kochkina, svetlana.kochk- 
ina@mcgill.ca, and I will notify you when 
we will have a necessary number of partici- 
pants. 

REMINDER: Law Library blog 

Do not forget to check Nahum Gelber Law 
Library's blog, where you can find more of 
the Law Library news 
http://blogs.library.mcgill.ca/lawlibrary/ 



OVERHEARDS 



4L: Moi, une deuxieme annee qui ne fait pas une genoux-flexion 
en me saluant, c’est un manque de respect! 

2L, on plugging a hole in their factum: There we go. Decisions 
don't kill people, people kill people. So by decisions we mean cor- 
porate negotiations, and by people kill people we mean genocidal 
armies in foreign dictatorial nations. 

4L to 3L : Here's what you need to know. In 1L, you need a good 
Friend or parent to feed you during exams. In 2L, you need a good 
Factum partner to keep you from going crazy. In 3L, well you've 
aretty much figured out how to feed yourself when very busy and 
iow to avoid toxic people, so you just need a good lover, to keep 
A>u glowing during interviews. By 4L, you need to find yourself a 
:ommitted partner because once Ecole du Barreau, stage or clerk- 



ship start, you won't be seeing many people. 

Prof. [REDACTED]: Everyone knows stock brokers are completely 
immoral. 

Prof. [REDACTED]: It’s actually cheery news that there’s a code of 
ethics for plumbers. 

Professor Adams, on why there are multiple evaluations instead of 
a 100% exam: Now you have multiple ways to get a B. 

Prof Adams: A curve is just math. Maybe McGill has a different 
kind of math. 

2L: Transsystemic math. 
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Call for Submissions : 
Student-Led Seminars 






Our next issue will also include a special feature on student-led 
seminars, so if you have something to contribute, please send it 




This is our last issue before the March Break (i.e., Reading Week). 



Toute Tequipe du Quid Novi vous souhaite une 
excellente periode de repos et/ou d'etude! 
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